W e read the article by Baghdadi and colleagues with great interest. The authors concluded that an anconeus arthroplasty provides a reasonable surgical alternative in the armamentarium of procedures to address pathology at the radiocapitellar and/or proximal radioulnar joint.
We would like to share two comments that will add context to Baghdadi and colleagues' conclusions. First, the authors stated that anconeus arthroplasty is an attractive solution when radial head replacement is not an option, such as in cases with capitellar erosion. As discussed by the authors, we believe that in selected cases with both radio-and capitellar-sided pathology, a radiocapitellar prosthetic arthroplasty could be an option as well [2] . There is less evidence to support radiocapitellar prosthesis as compared to the anconeus interposition arthroplasty. However, we argue that radiocapitellar arthroplasty is theoretically more advantageous because it provides stability against valgus stress, resistance against proximal migration of the radius, and tightens the lateral collateral ligament complex [3] . Additionally, Baghdadi and colleagues conclude that anconeus arthroplasty should be preferred over simple radial head resection. We believe this conclusion is overstated as we lack comparative data [3] and long-term results of radial resection are satisfactory in selected cases [4] .
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